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1Addendum 1 to SHPO Administrative Procedure on Documentation Submitted for Review in Compliance with 
Historic Preservation Laws dated December 1999 

Addendum 1: 
Arizona State Historic Preservation Office’s 

Guidance for Including Sites’ Surface Artifact Densities in Survey Reports1 
(April 13, 2001) 

 
 
 When a site’s artifact assemblage is described only as Low, Moderate, or 
High (LMH) density in survey reports, this office and agency officials often have 
difficulty assessing a site’s State or National Register of Historic Places eligibility 
status, particularly if other features are not evident.  The terms LMH are highly 
subjective, and during archaeological surveys where several sites are identified, 
inter-observer errors are likely.  Furthermore, regional variation in the application 
of the LMH terms limits their usefulness.  For example, the number of artifacts 
present on the ground surface at a habitation site located in the low deserts of 
western Arizona can be substantially different from the number of artifacts 
similarly situated at a Hohokam or Ancestral Puebloan habitation site, yet these 
sites could all be described at the survey-level as containing “high-density” surface 
artifact assemblages. 
 
 While we acknowledge the expediency of using LMH terms to describe a 
site’s artifact density, we request that estimated counts, or ranges, of artifacts 
present on the site’s surface also be given in a report’s site descriptions.  Ranges 
like “200 to 300 artifacts” or “one to five artifacts per square meter” are 
acceptable, but “200+ artifacts” is not.  Furthermore, we suggest explicitly defining 
the LMH terms in relation to artifacts per square meter in the report’s methods 
section.  For example, one researcher in the low deserts arbitrarily defined high 
density as representing 30 artifacts per ten square meters.  Overly broad ranges, 
such as 0.01 to 0.99 artifacts per square meter, may need to be further subdivided 
(e.g., low-to-moderate, moderate-to-high) depending on the number and size of 
identified sites in that range. 
 
 For land-managing agencies, we suggest establishing some standards based 
on the range of resources present.  For example, Dr. Connie Stone suggested in 
1986 that the U.S. Bureau of Land Management formally define LMH terms on a 
regional basis by statistically analyzing previously recorded sites. 
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